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EDITORIAL NOTES 


Most PERSONS VIEW the general “epidemic” of crimes and the killing and 
injuries by automobiles as the matters of chief concern in this country, and 
in a manner they are; but the insistance of at least several hundred 
thousand men, women and youths in America that our forms of govern- 
ment shall be overturned and something like the Soviet policies of Russia 
substituted, is more of a menace than appears upon the surface. The silly 
impertinence of the crowd, largely of girls, in New York City recently 
when Boy Scouts started to sail for France, is not, in itself, worthy of 
more than the newspaper notoriety it received, but it was a small wave 
of much larger waves that reach from New York to California. Our 
people generally do not realize what it all means. That it has largely 
proceeded from the Russian Soviets seems to be well established; the 
newspapers of Moscow glory in what has been and will be accomplished 
in some other parts of Europe and in this land as well. The Red organi- 
zations have now a dozen daily newspapers, some fifty weekly newspapers 
and hundreds of general and local organizations here to further their cause. 
Young people are being gathered, where possible, into Young Pioneers, 
in the hope of drawing away from the great army of Boy Scouts, claiming 
the latter are militaristic. The propaganda is pushed into labor troubles. 
Meetings of revolutionists have been held which 20,000 persons attended. 
The whole object is to foment a civil revolution so that Communism may 
finally prevail. To make up a Communist ticket 20,000 names were placed 
upon a petition in Ohio, and 100,000 in the State of New York. It is said 
that four-fifths of Reds in the United States are unnaturalized foreign- 
ers, but we think this is somewhat of an exaggeration. The chief organ 
of the idea of the Soviets and all that it embraces in New York City, the 
“Daily Worker,” in order to obtain a great rally for August 1 as an “Inter- 
national Red Day,” said: 


“Here in America, the citadel of imperialist despotism, the Com- 
munist Party must utilize to the fullest possible measure the opportunities 
for the greatest nation-wide demonstration that has taken place since the 
last war. Let no one on this occasion be guilty of the opportunist sub- 
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terfuge of talking about American exceptionalism, proclaiming that, while 
such demonstrations can take place elsewhere, there is no base for them 
here. Most important for the successful carrying out of the task of 
mobolizing for International Red Day is the merciless extermination of 
all right-wing and conciliatory tendencies; a relentless fight against any 
form of passivity. . . . Our task in this campaign is, of course, the 
mobilization of the whole party membership from top to the bottom 
for carrynig it out. Every district and every section of the party must 
make this campaign its main task from now until the 1st of August. Par- 
ticularly essential is the work of the shop nuclei in this campaign, whose 
task it is to initiate drives to mobolize the workers behind the campaign. 
Special attention and careful organizational preparation must be carried on 
in the war industries and in the ranks of the armed forces of the nation. 
Every available force must be mobolized and special conferences of fac- 
tory committees, youth and women workers must be held in preparation 
for International Red Day.” 


One of the things it is hoped will help matters is the recognition of 
Russia as a Soviet nation and the consequent exchange of ambassadors. 
This, we trust, the President and the Senate will not agree to, and for 
more reasons than the help it will give to the Reds in this country. It is 
time that, at present, there is no chance for the foisting of a Red program 
on the United States. The majority of American citizens know better. 
Nevertheless the matter needs close attention. As amended statement 


in our national laws as to what really constitutes treason, and a punish- 
ment of those guilty of endeavoring to overturn our government by ban- 
ishment, might have a permanent effect. The United States is large, but 
too small to harbor those who disbelieve in free—are they not some- 
what too free ?— institutions. 





We noted in our last issue some eleven instances in which our Su- 
preme Court held that jury verdicts in accident cases were either “gross- 
ly excessive,” or contrary to the weight of evidence. Another one was 
decided on July 3rd, Chandler v. N. Y. & Philadelphia Bus Line, (7 Misc. 
Rep. 601). The plaintiff came into collision with the rear left wheel of 
the bus and the plaintiff was injured and his car damaged; something that 
happens every day in one form or another. The evidence was that the 
plaintiff was intoxicated; that his injuries “were not greatly severe nor 
permanent in character,” that “the value of the car was small” and plain- 
tiff’s earnings “doubtful.” The defendant’s driver testified the plain- 
tiff’s car was zigzaging, and was on its own side of the highway. Yet the 
jury had awarded the plaintiff $8,500 damages! The Court again said 
the damages allowed were “grossly excessive.” 





That the Hudson County Probation Bureau has been altogether too 
lax in allowing employés of the county to be absent from duty without 
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pay for not only months, but in at least one instance 8% years, will be ad- 
mitted by every one, unless it be that Bureau and certain other officials 
of that city. The new Civil Service Commission is investigating the mat- 
ter and will do it for the whole State; a most commendible procedure. 
The general statement has already been made by the Commission that of 
3,500 employés in Jersey City, 100 are absent on leave with pay for pe- 
riods ranging from a few months to eight and a half years. Contrasting 
this with the situation elsewhere 20,000 employés in the State, counties and 
cities, outside of Hudson, sixteen are on leave with pay for periods rang- 
ing from one to seven months. Otherwise stated Jersey City is carrying 
under leave of absence 100 employés who make an annual payroll of more 
than $180,000. In the meantime, under the advice of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, the Commission decided that payrolls for persons on leaves of ab- 
sence for a considerable time should not be approved. Already the Com- 
mission has adopted new rules on the subject of vacations and pay during 
absence, and it is evident these rules have come none too soon. 





Hon. Wade W. Ellis, of the American Bar Association’s Crime Com- 
mittee, in an address at Washington on June 24, said that crime costs the 
United States $13,000,000,000 a year; that 12,000 murders were com- 
mitted in America annually, fifty times the number recorded in Great 
Britain, and that 30,000 criminals are at large in New York and 10,000 
in Chicago. Mr. Ellis is a former Assistant Attorney-General of the 
United States and before that was Attorney-General of Ohio. The facts 
he presented were from the report of the Bar Association’s commission, 
which Mr. Ellis described as “being, in the most graphic form, the story 
of our national dishonor.” He blamed in part new emigrants, in part 
our national and personal extravagance, the use of automobiles for “get 
aways,” the miscellaneous opportunity to have firearms, etc. Some other 
speaker advised central bureaus of crime detection patterned after Scot- 
land Yrad, the simplification of indictments, the reform of the jury sys- 
tem, the disbarment of lawyers who so advise criminals as to be really 
criminis particeps, the deportation of convicted aliens, etc. Of course these 
solutions will all help, so far as they go. We should go one step farther: 
select an uninhabited island as far away as the United States owns and 
place all habitual criminals upon it. This means a guard, help to start 
them in agriculture, etc., and expense otherwise, but it will, most likely, 
do the job. It was the old English way of treating bad criminals, and 
it worked. 





The last Legislature of New York passed some statutes that may 
tend to help the crime condition in that State. Among other new laws are 
these: The State Commissioner of Correction is authorized to establish 
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a psychiatrist and diagnostic clinic in Sing Sing Prison. It is contem- 
plated to make a scientific study of each criminal sentenced there and this 
will include his career and life history, investigation of the cause of the 
crime and recommendation for the care, training and employment 
of the individual after his release from prison. ‘The statute 
of limitations is extended on all felonies excepting murder, on 
which there is none, so as not to include the time the alleged 
criminal is absent from the State or living under an alias. The form 
of indictment returned by a grand jury is simplified to a statement of the 
crime charged. If requested, a bill of particulars will follow. The in- 
dictment may be amended without referring it back to the grand jury. A 
new definition is given to wayward minors, the law setting forth that per- 
sons between the ages of 16 and 21 who are in danger of becoming mor- 
ally depraved because of their associates may be classed as wayward 
persons. 





Considerable attention has been paid lately by some legal periodicals 
to the subject of the effect of the first—usually beginning on the first— 
pages of most daily and weekly newspapers, where crimes and criminals 
are the chief topic, not of condemnation but of spreading out all particulars 
to minutest details and “writing it up,” as the expression goes. The 
“American Law Review,” which has, unhappily, gone out of existence by 
a mergement with an Eastern publication, contained two different articles 
sometime since, one of twelve pages on “Public Trials,” and one of over 
80 pages on “The Effects of News of Crime and Scandal upon Public 
Opinion.” This latter article was very thorough on all the important 
criminal news as published in the newspapers for about five years past 
and ought to be carefully read and pondered by every editor of every 
newspaper in the land. The latest article we have noticed was in the 
May “Journal of The American Institute of Criminal Law and Crimin- 
ology,” and this ran to the length of 55 pages, the title being “Crime and 
the Press,” and written by Professor Holmes, of the Department of 
Psychology, Columbia University. He gives figures of the extent to 
which, everyday, the New York press has filled its pages with news of 
crime. For example, in one morning journal, during one month, 10,820 
inches of space was set apart for such news. That means about 515 
columns, or, if placed together, over 64 whole pages, and all in four 
weeks! Other journals run slightly ahead of this, and some behind it. 
We have space for only one quotation from this illuminating article. 
The author says: 

“Does the criminal have prestige? Of course he does, if he is suc- 


cessful and even often when he is not successful. And he owes no small 
part of it to the newspaper. To have one’s picture in the newspaper, to 
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have one’s name in the headline, to be called a daring bandit, to be described 
as fearless, to be referred to even anonymously as one who perpetrated 
a daring holdup and got away with a huge sum of money, gives one pres- 
tige. Even when the police and papers do not know the name of the 
criminal he is not necessarily anonymous for his associates in great num- 
ber may know who did the ‘job.’ But what of the criminal who gets 
caught? Does he have prestige? Yes, and he has prestige with the pub- 
lic in general for he is described and pictured in every act, especially if 
he shows fearlessness or barggadocio, or skill in defending himself. And 
even if he be sentenced to pay the most severe penalty the papers will 
regale readers with a vivid description of the courage with which he faced 
death and quote his most inconsequential words.” 





Former U. S. Senator Joseph S. Frelinghuysen has gone to Europe, 
but before he went he did something which may prove eventually of great 
benefit to the taxpayers of the State. He invited to his home at Raritan 
a large number of citizens, some prominent in the State but all represent- 
ing more or less important taxpayers, to consider the formation of a 
State Taxpayers’ Association, having as its object the checking of all 
wasteful expenditures of the taxpayers’ money and an economical gov- 
ernment, both municipal and State. The desire was to include the home- 
maker and the farmer as well as the big business, banking and transpor- 
tation interests. It is true that the Legislature provided for a Commis- 
sion to make a survey of taxation problems and laws, but a State Asso- 
ciation, which ought to be, in these times of unnecessary extravagance on 
the part of the Legislature, a permanent one so long as this extravagance 
continues, can well watch matters and impress upon the law-making pow- 
er and the public the importance of not wasting public funds, and of not 
uselessly increasing the tax rates. Death and taxes are sure things in this 
world, wherever civilization is, but the one can sometimes be postponed 
and the other not made too onerous. A temporary organization was 
formed at the Senator’s house from a large attendance, after some straight 
addresses by a member of the Indiana State Board of Tax Assessors and a 
Senator from New York who is President of the New York State Tax 
Association. The Committee selected to bring about the actual organiza- 
tion and to incorporate it consists of Harold S. Buttenheim, Editor ; R. B. 
White,. President of the Central Railroad of New Jersey; E. W. Woll- 
muth, Secretary of the Newark Chamber of Commerce; C. L. Bardo, 
President of the New York Shipbuilding Company, and H. H. Stewart 
of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation of Bethlehem, Pa., all being New Jer- 
sey residents. It is understood that the membership will be composed of 
small and large taxpayers, the dues of the individual taxpayer whose 
property holdings are not more than $100,000, to be fixed at $3 per year; 
the dues of corporations at $5 per year for each $100,000 up to a reason- 
able maximum. It was variously estimated that a fund of $100,000 to 
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$150,000 would be necessary to start an association of such large proper- 
tions. It is also stated that committees will be organized in county and 
taxing districts, which will co-operate with the Taxpayers’ Association 
committees, so that expert advice may be given when needed in local tax 
matters. As expressed by various speakers, the new Association will 
seek to work in harmony with officials. It will endeavor to bring some 
concrete suggestions out of the inextricable maze in which the whole 
tax situation is involved. 





Former New York City District Attorney, Emory R. Buckner, be- 
lieves, as we do, that the law which forbids asking questions of criminals 
on trial for misdemeanors that “might incriminate them” should be abol- 
ished. He made an address before the New Jersey Law School at New- 
ark on June 11th, when he declared that society doesn’t deserve any bet- 
ter treatment from crooks when for more than a century and a half it 
has gone along with such silly provisions. He continued: 


“What is the use of crime commissions and investigations when this 
absurdity persists? In every other sort of legal proceeding the witness 
must answer all relevant questions. But in the one case where the very 
safety of society is at stake we cannot ask the crook pointblank where he 
got the car he has stolen, or where he was on the night of the murder. 
He can decline to answer, take refuge in this constitutional proviso and 
we hasten to ask the crook to accept our apologies.” 





We publish elsewhere the new admissions to the Bar of this State as 
well as those attorneys who became counselors at the May Term of the 
Supreme Court. Evidently the Bar Examiners have exercised care in 
passing upon the candidates, at least so far as their written examinations 
were concerned, for of 635 candidates for license as attorney 315, or less 
than 50 per cent., qualified. Those seeking the counselors’ degree fared 
worse, as, out of 188 applicants, only 58, or a trifle over one-third, 
passed. There still remains the question of real moral fitness, as the pres- 
ent provisions in the Court rules are not strong enough to ensure certain 
knowledge of the lack of real moral character; of substantial and—so far 
as anyone can foresee~permanent rectitude. Some who are hoped to 
become honest lawyers seem to become crooks, or at least semi-crooks, and 
for the honor of the profession this should not be. Education alone does 
not make a lawyer honest with his clients or with the public. 





Addressing the Medical Society of New Jersey on June 14th at At- 
lantic City, the President, Dr. Ephraim P. Mulford, strongly recom- 
mended sterilization of the mentally defective inmates of State institutions. 
Exactly the scope of his remarks are not at hand, but we have heretofore 
expressed the opinion that some law on the subject similar to those of other 
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States that will not be again declared unconstiutional should be enacted 
in New Jersey. On this subject anyone interested may well read the 23- 
page article on the subject which appeared first in the “Illinois Law Re- 
view,” and was reproduced in the Jan.-Feb., 1929, “American Law Re- 
view.” This article reviews the legislation in other States and gives par- 
ticulars of operations had. It seems that 23 of our States have enacted 
sterilization laws, only 10 of which have been challenged, and of these lat- 
ter seven were held unconstitutional, but not, if we understand it, by the 
United States Supreme Court. As is now well-known, the general prin- 
ciple of sterilization has been approved within two years by the United 
States Supreme Court in its decision in Busk v. Bell, 47 Supreme Ct. Re- 
porter, 584. 





We have had two letters respecting the pardon by the Court of Par- 
dons of this State of three of the robbers that terrorized Union county 
in 1920 and 1921, and who were sentenced by former Judge Pierce of that 
county to serve from 50 to 75 years each in State Prison. They had 
pleaded guilty to five charges of robbery. Without knowing what were 
the facts on which the Court relied to give the pardons we cannot com- 
ment upon it, further than to say that, as it strikes us and must impress 
the public generally, there ought to be always a full statement by that 
Court for the reasons for a pardon. Why not? The facts leading to a 
conviction and the judgment of every criminal Court are public to every- 
body, and it does seem as if, when a convict is set free, the reasons should 
be made public also. It is hardly to be supposed that Judge Pierce ex- 
pected the extremely long sentence to be served out, but that does not 
meet the proposition that everyone should know, when any criminal is 
pardoned, the justifying circumstances. 


_ 





“Law Notes” considers that three of the rights of action now the law 
in all or most of our States ought to be abolished, and gives them as fol- 
lows: The action for alienation of affections, that for breach of prom- 
ise and the action by an adult woman for her own seduction. It says: 


In the first place, all litigation of this type is wholly speculative; the 
tule otherwise obtaining that damages shall represent compensation for 
such loss as can be measured by some reasonably definite standard is 
thrown to the winds. As a result in suits of this kind damages in extrav- 
agant sums are claimed. Thus at the present writing there are pending 
a suit in Philadelphia for $600,000 for alienation of affections and one in 
New York for $1,000,000 for a similar wrong. And the fact that such 
an ad damnum is not irrational is shown by the fact that in a suit on Long 
Island a year or two ago a recovery of $200,000 was had. It is difficult 
to believe that these figures represent the value at which the affection of 
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the errant spouse was actually held, and still more difficult to see on what 
theory Courts reconcile the allowance of damages in such a case with the 
general rules on speculative damages. If a husband is killed by negligence 
or wilfulness, the widow can recover only her pecuniary loss, with nothing 
for her mental anguish and the loss of his companionship. But if a 
wealthy woman meets even a fractional part of the way the amorous 
advances of a married man, her liability is whatever sum a tearful wife 
and an eloquent counsel can persuade a sympathetic jury to allow.” 


The argument that follows we do not have space to reproduce, but 
it will set some to thinking. 





The “North Carolina Bar Review,” in an editorial article in the June 
number, indicates that, notwithstanding some advances made in that 
State as to the admission and disbarment of attorneys, it is still behind 
most States on those questions. On the subject of disbarment it is notice- 
able that North Carolina still clings to the idea that, before disbarment, the 
defendant may have a jury trial! On the subject of qualifications for an 
attorney, while applicants must now be bona fide residents of the State, 
or non-residents students in approved law schools of the State, no time is 
specified for such residence. The “Review,” however, hopes that the 
“influx of applicants for the Bar, from other States and the District of 
Columbia, seemingly attracted by [previous] unusually low standards of 
preliminary training, may, perhaps, be halted.” 





COHN v. CITY OF UNION CITY, ET AL. 


(New Jersey Supreme Court, June 19, 1929) 


Complaint for Violating Municipal Ordinance—1. The summons issued upon 
a complaint for violation of a municipal ordinance must state the particular ordi- 
nance which has been violated by the defendant. 2. A municipal ordinance pro- 
hibited the sale at public auction of certain specified articles of merchandise between 
certain hours, and provided a penalty for the violation thereof. A complaint was 
made against the prosecutor that on a certain day and hour he had violated the or- 
dinance, without stating in what respect he did so—Held, that the complaint was 


defective. 

Case of Norman Cohn, Prosecutor, against City of Union City and 
George Cox, Police Commissioner, and Morris Umansky, Recorder of the 
Recorder’s Court of the City of Union City, Respondents. On certiorari. 

Before Justice Kalisch, by virtue of the statute. 

Messrs. Stuhr & Vogt, for Prosecutor. 

Mr. Andrew O. Wittreich for Respondent. 


KALISCH, J.: The prosecutor was tried and convicted in the Re- 
corder’s Court of the city of Union City, in the county of Hudson, for vio- 
lating an ordinance entitled “An ordinance to regulate the sale of mer- 
chandise at public auction, in the city of Union City, in the county of 
Hudson,” and was fined for the commission of such alleged violation, 
$100, which fine, the record discloses, the prosecutor paid under protest. 
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Section 1 of the ordinance provides: ‘‘No person or persons, firm, 
partnership, corporation or corporations shall sell, dispose of or offer for 
sale at public auction, between the hours of six o’clock in the evening and 
eight o’clock the following morning, gold, silver or plated ware, precious 
and semi-precious stones, watches, clocks, jewelry of any nature whatso- 
ever, Or any goods, wares and merchandise.” 

Section 2 provides that for the violation of any of the provisons of the 
ordinance, the offender shall forfeit and pay a penalty not to exceed the 
sum of $100 for each offense, etc. 

Section 3 provides for a repeal of conflicting ordinances, and section 
4, the time when the ordinance shall become effective. 

The complaint charges “that on the 14th day of November, A. D. one 
thousand nine hundred and twenty-eight, at six-thirty o’clock P. M., or 
thereabouts, at 939 Bergenline avenue, in the city of Union City, New 
Jersey, did violate the provisions of an ordinance entitled ‘An ordinance 
to regulate the sale of merchandise at public auction,’ passed at a meeting 
of the Cicy Council on the 13th day of November, A. D. 1928.” 

The summons issued on the complaint calls upon the prosecutor to 
answer, touching a certain offense, “alleged to have been committed by 
you . . . violation city ordinance, on complaint of Commissioner Cox, 
and thereof fail not under penalty of $100.” 

The record of conviction returned by the writ of certiorari is as fol- 
lows: 

“RECORDER'S RECORD” 

“Recorder’s Court, City of Union City 


Case No. 2323 

Arrested 
Name of person, Norman Cohn 

Summons 

Residence, 939 Bergenline avenue, city 
Age 35—Nationality, U. S. 
Occupation, jeweler. 
Complaint, city violation 


Complaint, Det. G. Meisse 

Address, city 

Arrested by Officer Meisse—summons 
Disposition, guilty—$100 fine. 

Appeal taken and fine paid under protest.” 


The prosecutor seeks to set aside the conviction on various grounds. 
The first ground relied on to that end, in the brief of counsel of prosecu- 
tor, is that the complaint is fatally defective, in that it fails to state what 
act or acts the prosecutor committed in violation of the city ordinance. 

I think this point is well taken. The ordinance specifies the various 
acts, which, if committed between certain hours, as declared in the 
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ordinance shall constitute violation thereof. It is therefore obvious 
that the mere statement in the complaint that the accused violated the 
ordinance without further stating in what respect he did so, whether by 
offering to sell, or by selling gold, diamonds, jewelry, etc., at auction, or 
by offering to sell or selling at auction any other kind of merchandise be- 
tween the hours mentioned in the ordinance, during which hours such 
sales at auction are interdicted, fails to state with legal certainty the of- 
fense which the prosecutor is called upon to answer. 

It is further contended, on behalf of the prosecutor, that the sum- 
mons issued on the complaint of the prosecutor is invalid and of no legal 
effect, because it does not state therein, as required by the statute, the 
ordinance which has been violated by the defendant, and such omission 
is fatal and renders the entire proceeding against him void. 

Thus, the summons commands the prosecutor “to personally appear 
before the subscriber, Recorder of the City of Union City, etc., on the 
14th day of November, 1928, at nine o’clock in the forenoon touching a 
certain alleged offense alleged to have been committed by him. Violation 
city ordinance on complaint of Com. Cox, and thereof fail not under pen- 
alty of $100.” The contention made is well founded. 

Lastly, a perusal of the record of conviction, supra, discloses that 
it is fatally defective under settled decisions of the Courts of this State. 
Owens v. City of Camden, and cases there cited, 141 Atl. Rep. 24; Knight 
v. Kinkead et al., Ibid. 569. 


The conviction is set aside, with costs. 





RUDIN v. RUDIN 


(Court of Chancery of New Jersey, May 27, 1929) 
Divorce—Decree of “from Bed and Board” is a Final Decree 


Case of Eugenia Rudin against Eugene Rudin for divorce from bed 
and board. 

Mr. Richard H. Thiele and Mr. Simon Englander for Petitioner. 

Mr. Carl J. Ahlstedt for Defendant. 


WALKER, Chancellor: The petition herein was filed by the peti- 
tioner against the defendant alleging extreme cruelty and praying for a 
divorce from bed and board therefor. The defendant answered, denying 
the cruelty and the cause was referred to Edward M. Colie, Esquire, 
Advisory Master, to hear the same and report thereon to the Chancellor. 
The Master has found the defendant guilty and has advised the usual final 
decree in cases a mensa et thoro that the parties thereto “be separated from 
bed and board forever, provided that in case of a reconciliation at any time 
hereafter the parties may apply for the revocation or suspension of this 
decree. And it is hereby decreed to be the duty of the parties to live 
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chastely during the separation; that the marriage of either party in the 
lifetime of the other will be criminal and an act void in law.” 

This is not a decree nisi in the form used in this State since first 
provided as matter of procedure in the Divorce Act, P. L. 1907, p. 474 (2 
Comp. St. 1910, p. 2021 et seq.). And section 20 of that Act (2 Comp. 
St. 1910, P. 2035) provides that: 


“If after the hearing of any cause, or after a jury trial resulting in a 
verdict for the plaintiff, the Court shall be of opinion that the plaintiff 
is entitled to a decree annuling the marriage, or a decree for divorce from 
the bonds of matrimony, a decree nisi shall be entered.” 


This is not a decree “annuling the marriage,” nor is it a decree for 
divorce from “the bonds of matrimony.” P. L. 1916, p. 109, provides 
that in cases for nullity of marriage under the general jurisdiction of the 
Court of Chancery the first decree shall be one nisi. That jurisdiction 
concerns the nullity of marriage for fraud. Carris v. Carris, 24 N. J. 
Eq. 516. And the fraud must be one affecting an essential of the mar- 
riage relation, dissociated from the statutory power to annual for specified 
causes. Bolmer v. Edsall, go N. J. Eq. 299, 106 A. 646. 

The Divorse Act of 1907, P. L. p. 474, provides that divorces from the 
“bonds of matrimony” may be decreed for certain named causes; and that 
divorces from “bed and board” may also be decreed for certain causes ; 
and, further, that decrees of nullity of marriage may be rendered for cer- 
tain causes. 

A divorce from bed and board authorizes the parties to live in sep- 
aration, yet leaves the marriage in full force, and unless provided by ali- 
mony decree or statute, it does not change their property rights, or even 
largely their personal status or powers. 2 Bish. M. D. & S., § 1675. 
Where the common law is in force (and it is here) a divorce a mensa et 
thoro does not change the property rights of the parties. Its only effect 
is to compel the parties to live apart and to deprive the husband of his 
control over his wife. A divorce from the bonds of matrimony puts an 
end to any right which either has acquired in the property of the other 
by the marriage, unless its effect is restrained by statute. Supreme Coun- 
cil American Legion of Honor v. Smith, 45 N. J. Eq. 466,17 A. 770. The 
decree of divorce a mensa et thoro does not affect the status of marriage 
but merely justifies the separation of the spouses. Drum v. Drum, 69 N. 
J. Law, 557, 558, 55 A. 86. A married woman living in a state of sepa- 
ration from her husband may convey land in certain circumstances. Hol- 
lander v. Abrams, 99 N. J. Eq. 269, 132 A. 224. 

It is apparent that the Legislature has not provided for a decree nisi 
in case of a divorce from bed and board, therefore, a final decree should be 
entered upon a finding that the petitioner is entitled to relief. A decree 
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nisi is, however, a conditional divorce, becoming absolute upon the hap- 
pening of a prescribed contingency. Such a contingency in our State is 
the non-showing of cause why the decree should not be made absolute. 
Grant v. Grant, 84 N. J. Eq. 81 A. 791. And the Court of Errors 
and Appeals said that this seems to be a proper characrteization of the 
nature of a decree nisi, although that decree does not sever the bonds of 
matrimony, that the marital tie between husband and wife still persists 
until after the expiration of six months (now three) from the entry of 
such decree, and a decree absolute is entered. Sobel v. Sobel, 99 N. J. 
Eq. 376, 378, 132 A. 603. That the Grant and Sobel Cases were ones 
from the bond of matrimony makes no difference in principle, so far as a 
decree nisi is concerned. 

Of course the cause is still pending until the entry of final decree, and 
the law says that it is improper for the parties to cohabit together during 
the pendency of a suit for divorce. McLaughlin v. McLaughlin, go N. J. 
Eq. 322, 326, 107 A. 260. And, in any event, the resumption of cohabita- 
tion and marital relations pending suit destroys the cause for divorce 
through condonation. Byrne v. Byrne, 93 N. J. Eq. 5, 114 A. 754. 

While it appears that there is no more reason why a decree nisi should 
not be the first decree from bed and board, as it is in causes for divorce 
from bonds of matrimony, and for nullity cases both under the statute and 
under the general jurisdiction, nevertheless, the Legislature has not seen 
fit to provide a decree nisi in causes of divorce from bed and board, and 
therefore the first decree must be a final one. 

Final decree accordingly. 





IN RE PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS CO’ 


(Board of Public Utility Commissioners, June 27, 1929) 
Gas Company Rates—Increase Asked and Increase Allowed 

In the matter of the application of Public Service Electric and 
Gas Company for change in rates for gas and electric service. 

Mr. Thomas N. McCarter, Mr. E. W. Wakelee and Mr. George H. 
Blake for Public Service Electric and Gas Company. 

Mr. John J. Treacy and Mr. James F. Minturn for City of Jersey 
City, Hoboken, Bayonne, Union City, Harrison, West New York, Wee- 
hawken and Secaucus. 

Mr. Jerome T. Congleton, Mr. Charles M. Myers, Mr. Frank A. 
Boettner (by J. H. Henegan) for City of Newark. __ 

Mr. Jerome T. Congleton for Township of Millburn. 


*This lengthy opinion is given here in full because of the great public interest 
in it by almost the entire population of eastern New Jersey and in many central 
points also. It is understood the recommendations by the Commission are being 
acted upon—EpiTor. 
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. Charles H. Stewart for Town of Irvington. 
. F, J. Gassert for Town of Harrison. 
. J. H. Cooper for Town of Kearny. 
. James Benny for City of Bayonne. 
. E. C. Guenther for Union City. 
. J. J. Weinberger for City of Passaic. 
. R. F. Davis for Bloomfield. 
. J. B. Brown and Mr. Samuel Kenworthy for Belleville. 
. W. A. Calhoun for City of Orange. 
. Rocco Palese and Mr. Lewis Liberman for City of Camden. 
. Harry V. Osborne for Maplewood. 
. Alfred J. Grosso for West Orange. 
. Thomas H. Haggerty for City of New Brunswick. 
. Edward I. Berry for Merchantville. 
. R. Wayne Kraft for Borough of Audubon. 
. F. N. Jess for Haddon Heights and Magnolia. 
. David H. Slayback for Verona. 
Fr. F. W. Freeman for Township of Wayne. 
Mr. Charles E. Bird for City of Trenton. 
Mr. L. M. Reilly for Lyndhurst. 
Mr. William C. Asper for Township of Weehawken. 
Mr. E. W. Wollmuth for Newark Chamber of Commerce. 
Mr. Henry Grois for Baker’s Organization. 
Mr. Cornelius Rooney for Essex Trades’ Council. 
Mrs. Sadie Carey and Mr. Owen Coogan for East Newark. 
Mr. Frederick S. Razenhofer for City of Clifton. 
Mr. George M. Hillman, Jr., for Chester Township and Riverside. 
Mr. Charles F. Lynch for City of Paterson. 
Mr. Edward F. Nugent for City of Elizabeth. 
Mr. A. E. Scheflin for Township of Pensauken. 
Mr. Walter Carson for Moorestown. 
Mr. C. E. Powell for Beverly. 
Mr. A. Edmund Williamson for Chamber of Commerce of the 
Oranges and Maplewood. 


THE BOARD: The Public Service Electric and Gas Company, in 
December, 1928, filed new schedules of rates for both gas and electric 
service. The changes effected in the electric schedule are in the nature 
of a decrease in rates. The saving in gross revenue thereby made avail- 
able to the consumers is estimated to be approximately $1,380,000 for 
1929. These rates were allowed to become effective in accordance with 
the proposal of the Company. 
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The proposed gas schedule in its entirety is estimated to increase the 
Company’s revenues approximately $400,000, or about 1.5 per cent. This 
schedule, however, involves increases to some consumers and decreases to 
others. The gas rates proposed are as follows: 


For the first 200 cu. ft. or less per meter per month $1.00 
For the next 49,800 cu. ft. per month 9.5c per C. 
For the next 50,000 cu. ft. per month 9.0c per C. 
For the next 400,000 cu. ft. per month 8.5c per C. 
For the next 500,000 cu. ft. per month 8.o0c per C. 
For the next 1,000,000 cu. ft. per month 7.5c. per C. 
For the next 1,000,000 cu. ft. per month 7.0c per C. 
For the next 1,000,000 cu. ft. per month 6.5c per C. 
For all over 4,000,000 cu. ft. per month 6.0c per C. 


These rates in effect for ordinary residential and commercial service 
are as follows: 


For the first 20,000 cu. ft. per month $1.20 per M cu. 
For the next 30,000 cu. ft. per month 1.15 per M cu. 
For the next 50,000 cu. ft. per month 1.10 per M cu. 
For the next 50,000 cu. ft. per month 1.05 per M cu. 
For the next 50,000 cu. ft. per month 1.00 per M cu. 
For the next 100,000 cu. ft. per month .95 per M cu. 
For the next 500,000 cu. ft. per month .go per M cu. 
For all over 800,000 cu. ft. per month .85 per M cu. 


(Rates for House Heating and Wholesale Demand are not herein 
quoted ). 

The proposed rate would increase the cost of gas to all consumers 
using less than 3,300 cubic feet of gas per month, and decrease the charges 
of all consumers using in excess of 3,300 cubic feet. 

At the request of the municipalities appearing in opposition to the 
proposed change in gas rates, the Board engaged, at the opening of the 
hearing, Mr. Adolph J. Luick, an engineer of experience, for the purpose 
of making a study of the Company’s condition and the effect that the 
proposed gas schedule would have upon the various classes of consumers 
and upon the Company’s revenues and earnings. Upon stipulation of all 
parties this investigatior was entirely independent and Mr. Luick did not 
represent the Board or any of the interested parties. Mr. Luick, on 
February 1, 1929, filed his report with the Board, copies of which were 
supplied to all parties in the case. In effect his report found, on the 
valuation assumed by him, that the rate schedule as proposed would not 
produce an excessive rate of return to the Company on the value of its 
property used and useful in the service of the public, and, further, that 
the plan of the rate schedule eliminated improper discrimination existing 
in the present rate schedule and gave to the various classes of service 
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a more equitable distribution of costs. Mr. Luick also found that the 
proposed rate schedule errabled the Company to make such reductions 
in the consumption charges as to make the use of gas attractive in larger 
quantities by domestic and industrial users. He termed the rate a pro- 
motional rate, designed to attract additional business to the Company by 
means of a lower base rate. 

The valuation of the property assumed by Mr. Luick for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether or not the resultant increased revenue to the Com- 
pany produced an excessive return is $125,314,277. This value the Com- 
pany’s counsel contended was not the true value of the property, but they 
agreed to accept it for the purposes of determining the validity of the rate 
schedules as filed by them in the instant case and as a basis for allocation 
of costs. 

The Company offered, through Professor Henry C. Anderson, of the 
firm of Cooley & Anderson, proof of what they contended to be the 
true value of the property. This witness testified that the true value 
of the property for rate-making purposes was $197,873,870, which in- 
cludes 30 per cent. for going value. 

On behalf of the municipalities, Professor Edward W. Bemis. made 
various criticisms and adjustments of the value assumed by Mr. Luick 
and found the rate base on the reproduction theory to be $114,408,002. 
The annual return of $8,843,869 under existing rates affords a return 
of 7.73 per cent. on this valuation. The rate of return to the Company 
found by Mr. Luick in accordance with his valuation is 6.25 per cent. 

It is not necessary to consider the Anderson value, or to determine 
for the purposes of this case the exact value of the Company’s property. 
Whether the Board uses the Luick value or the Bemis value, the pro- 
posed rates would not produce an excessive return to the Company and, 
therefore, no exact value will be found by the Board; but for the pur- 
pose of the findings and determinations hereinafter set forth, either the 
Bemis or the Luick valuations may be accepted. 

The next question to be considered is the form of the proposed gas 
rates and their effect on different classes of consumers. 

In the early days of both gas and electricity a flat charge was used, 
based on the number of lights installed by the customer. Nearly every 
customer belonged to the same general class, and this form of charge 
served as a useful make-shift in the absence of meters; but, because it 
made no difference in the bill, customers became wasteful and meters were 
developed and the straight-line meter rate of one block was put into 
effect. 

As business grew there developed a difference in the character of 
use by different classes of customers. The necessity of a more accurate 
measure of the cost of service became imperative with the electric utili- 
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ties, because they could not commercially store electricity, but must at all 
times be ready to meet the demands of the customers, especially those 
using electricity for power. This condition of affairs led to a change in 
methods, separating electric costs into three general classes. (See the 
Board’s Memorandum on the Minimum Charge for Electric Light and for 
Electric Power Service, 1 N. J. P. U. R. 235 and 254). These classes of 
costs were in brief as follows: 

1. The customer costs, or costs varying directly with the number 
of customers. The total monthly customer costs divided by the number 
of customers gives the individual customer cost. 

2. The demand cost, varying with the units of horse power or kilo- 
watts which the customer may demand from the Company. These costs 
have been frequently defined as the cost of a plant and system ready to 
give service but giving none. The totals of such monthly costs divided 
by the number of demand units (in horse power or in kilowatts) gives 
the monthly demand charge or rate per unit. 

3. The remaining costs, varying with the units of energy used by 
the customer as measured by his meter. The total for a month of such 
costs divided by the corresponding units of consumption gives the cost per 
unit. 

With each of these classes of costs known for a given class of custom- 
ers, either a three, two or simpler one-part block system of rates may be 
developed which would be fair for both customer and Company. The 
early knowledge of this form of rate analysis has assisted in the growth of 
the great electric utilities of the country. 

In the minimum charge for lighting customers above referred to, 
the Board included the customer cost as above defined, plus a small element 
of demand for the carrying cost of service and meter (strictly a demand 
cost) and an average small use of current. 

The gas industry can store its commodity and the demand of the cus- 
tomer can be largely met from stored gas, thus reducing the peak demand 
on plant capacity and in a measure the necessity for such a close analysis 
of costs as was forced on the electric industry. But the World War 
involved the industry # a maelstrom of quickly-rising prices and the 
Companies sought relief through horizontal increases in rates; but, this 
not meeting the cost of serving the small consumers, the “service charge” 
was developed. This, as generally understood, included those costs en- 
tailed upon the Company after the gas left the street mains, plus the car- 
rying cost of the customer’s service pipe and meter, which would be used 
by the individual customer only and not by others in the system. Some 
Commissions permitted “service charges” covering all of these costs, oth- 
ers a portion only of this cost. (New Jersey Northern Gas Company, 
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Vol. VI, p. 650). Only with the small bills is the service charge or cus- 
tomer cost an important element. 

Uusing Mr. Bemis’ figures, this customer cost is about 58 per cent. of 
the bill of $1, whereas it would be negligible in a bill of $50, but is a real 
cost, nevertheless, for all customers, and only relatively is it any larger for 
one customer than for another, as even the largest consumer pays for this 
cost and the other costs in the blocks of consumption used by him. 

The service charge being generally misunderstood has led to the 
adoption of small initial blocks of gas, at a comparatively high rate, which 
carried the equivalent of a service charge in the first block. The first block 
of the proposed schedule, 200 cubic feet for $1.00, is of this kind. In 
general it is not a novel form of rate, except for the very small quantity 
of gas included at a comparatively higher rate. 

Mr. Luick, in the present case, apportioned operating expenses and 
fixed charges as follows: 


1. Production Demand, including such costs as interest, taxes, and de- 
preciation on plant investment and certain portions of Maintenance 
and Operating Costs of the plant. 

Distribution Demand, including interest, depreciation and taxes on 
a portion of the investment in distribution system, holders, pumping 
equipment, and certain portions of distribution maintenance and oper- 
ating costs. 

Customer Costs, including expense of bookkeeping, billing, collecting, 
setting, removing and repairing meters, gratuitous complaint service, 
office rents, meter reading, etc., as well as fixed charges and main- 
tenance on certain portions of physical property, such as meters, ser- 
vices, mains, etc. 

Commodity Costs, consisting of material and labor, expenses and re- 
pairs directly entering into the production of gas, and which are 
directly proportionate to the volume produced. 


For practical purposes the costs under classes 1 and 2 are ordinarily 
combined to form “Demand Costs,” thus simplifying the resultant rate 
structure. 

In his analysis Mr. Luick followed the general form recommended by 
the Rate Committee of the American Gas Association. The customer 
cost in this form of analysis bears no close relation to the customer cost 
as set forth in what is known as the Doherty three-part rate analysis, 
but introduces some contentious and speculative elements. Mr. Luick 
found a customer cost of $1.404 per month due to the inclusion of a 
large percentage of plant which under the Doherty system is included in 
the demand charge. As defined by Doherty, customer cost would shrink 
to about one-third of Luick’s. The Luick customer cost in total would 
exceed that under the Doherty theory by about 30 per cent. of total 
revenue of the Company. This results from a speculative tendency to 
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place as large a proportion of the total rate in a fixed customer cost as 
possible. Mr. Luick himself said that such a form of rate might be con- 
sidered the ideal, but would not be a practical form of rate to be adopted. 

The rate proposed by the Company is $1 for the first 200 cubic feet 
and 9.5 cents per hundred for the consumption above 200 up to 50,000 
cubic feet. Taking the cost of gas at 9.5 cents per hundred, the first 
200 cubic feet would cost 19 cents, which would leave 81 cents as the 
amount of the customer cost or service charge. This is much lower than 
the figure of $1.404 shown in Mr. Luick’s analysis, but it still contains 
speculative elements. The Board is not required to go too far in the 
realm of speculation (Acquackanonk Water Co. v. Board, 100 N. J. L. 
169, 125 Atl. 33), or to give too slavish adherence to theory (Georgia 
Ry. & P. Co. v. Railroad Commission, 262 U. S. 265). 

Mr. Bemis found the customer costs to be 58.9 cents, but recom- 
mended, in view of the difficulty of securing a general understanding of 
such costs and as a matter of public policy, that no service charge im- 
posed in connection with the $1 minimum bill should exceed 50 cents per 
month. 

Under the present schedule of rates, a customer can use 800 cubic 
feet for a minimum bill of $1. If the cost of gas be taken at 9.5 cents 
per hundred, 800 cubic feet would cost 76 cents, leaving only 24 cents 
for customer cost, or less than half the figures found by the expert for 
the municipalities; or, taking the customer cost of 58.9 cents, shown by 
Mr. Bemis, from the $1, would leave the cost of 800 cubic feet of gas 
as 41.1 cents, or 5.1 cents per hundred. On the other hand, the customer 
using more than the minimum amount of 800 cubic feet must pay 12 
cents per hundred even if he use as much as 20,000 cubic feet. This 
situation is clearly discriminatory as against the latter class of cus- 
tomers. 

Not only are the present rates discriminatory as between different 
classes of customers, but they have serious consequences for the Com- 
pany. Under modern social and industrial conditions the gas industry 
has practically lost its lighting business and is dependent principally 
upon the use of gas as fuel. Here it is in competition with other fuels, 
such as oil and coal. And so the cost of gas must be placed more nearly 
on a competitive basis in order to prevent loss of business and to create 
an additional demand for gas for cooking, water heating, house heating 
and industrial purposes, so that the future stability of the industry may 
be assured. One-family residences are giving way to multi-family 
dwellings. Mr. Young testified that only 40 per cent. of the Company’s 
domestic customers live in one-family houses. People, especially those 
living in apartments, change their habits of living, so that the tendency 
is to reduce materially the use of gas. 
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On the other hand, the schedule proposed by the Company presents 
a radical change in the eharacter of rates. Radical changes are apt to 
involve substantial losses in customers, which in turn affect the revenues 
of the Company. The matter must also be viewed from the standpoint of 
sound public relations. 

In the Board’s opinion, the general form of the proposed schedule 
is not unreasonable, although the exact rates proposed for the first block 
are unreasonable. It is apparent from the testimony that the first block 
should be less than 800 feet, the amount included in the minimum bill 
under the present schedule, and more than 200 feet as proposed. But 
if the first block is increased from 200 to, say, 300 or 400 cubic feet, 
the cost of the additional gas which may be obtained for $1.00 must be 
recouped in the following block if approximately the total revenue pro- 
duced by the present schedule or the proposed schedule is to be ob- 
tained. 

The Board has carefully considered various rate schedules all formed 
on the general design of that presented by the Company but less radical 
in their difference from the existing schedule, and has come to the con- 
clusion that the following rate would be reasonable and would be fair 
to all classes of customers as well as to the Company: 


400 cubic feet for $1.00. 

The next 1,000 cubic feet at 11.0 cents per 100 cubic feet. 

The next 48,000 cubic feet at 9.5 cents per 100 cubic feet. 
Thereafter in accordance with the schedule filed by the Company 


After the two small initial blocks are used, this makes a base rate 
for gas of 93 cents per thousand cubic feet against the present rate of 
$1.20 per thousand. Such a reduction is clearly in the public interest. 

For a consumer taking 1,400 cubic feet of gas, his bill would be 
$2.10, which might be considered as including customer costs of 56 
cents and a consumption charge of 11 cents per hundred, or $1.54. It 
will be noted that this customer cost of 56 cents is somewhat lower than 
Dr. Bemis’ figure of 58.9 cents. 

For consumers of more than 1,400 cubic feet, the service charge might 
be figured at 77 cents, but this is offset by the low consumption rate of 
9.5 cents per hundred and on such customers a service charge bears 
lightly. 

Under this proposed schedule the bills of all customers taking more 
than 1,400 cubic feet would be exactly 4 cents less than under the schedule 
filed by the Company. For the smaller customers the advantage would be 
even greater. 

Under the proposed schedule bills for 400 cubic feet or less would 
be identical with the bills under the present schedule, namely, $1.00. 
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Bills for more than 3,000 cubic feet would be less than under the pres- 
ent rates. The difference under the proposed schedule and under ex- 
isting rates for constimption between 600 and 3,000 cubic feet is shown 
in the following table: 
Cubic Present Alternative 
Feet Schedule Schedule 
600 $1.00 $1.22 


800 1.00 1.44 
1000 1.20 1.66 


1200 1.44 1.88 
1.68 2.10 


1600 1.92 2.29 
2.16 2.48 
2.40 2.07 
2.64 2.86 


2.88 3.05 
3.12 3.24 
3.36 3-43 
3.60 3.62 

The schedule of rates suggested would bring to the Company on 
the basis of 1928 sales of gas no more gross revenue than is realized 
under the present rates. The President of the Public Service Electric 
and Gas Company stated very clearly in this hearing that the main pur- 
pose of the Company was to secure the form of rate which would induce 
a larger use of gas and that the increase in revenue from the present 
volume of sales was a mere incident. 

It should be emphasized that the charge of $1 for the first 400 
cubic feet is imposed on each and every customer, large or small, and 
that each customer must pay the indentical rate for all gas consumed by 
him at the various block rates. Contrary to the opinion expressed by 
some parties at the hearing, the record does not show that the very small 
consumers are necessarily poor people; on the other hand the evidence 
indicates that frequently well-to-do residents in apartment houses use 
very little gas. 

The Board, therefore, finds and determines: 

1. That the schedufle of rates as filed is unjust and unreasonable 
and approval thereof is hereby denied. 

2. That the general form of the schedule and the purpose sought 
to be secured thereby in building up the sales of the Company to the 
ultimate benefit of all consumers is hereby approved. 

3. That in the Board’s opinion the existing schedule of rates is 
unjust and unreasonable in that it effects discrimination as between cer- 
tain customers. 

4. That the following schedule of rates is just and reasonable: 
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For the first 400 cu. ft. or less per meter per month $1.00 
For the next 1,000 cu. ft. per month, 11.0¢ per C. 
For the next 48,600 cu. ft. per month, 9.5c per C. 
For the next 50,000 cu. ft. per month, g.oc per C. 
For the next 400,000 cu. ft. per month, 8.5¢ per C. 
For the next 500,000 cu. ft. per month, 8.0c per C. 
For the next 1,000,000 cu. ft. per month, 7.5¢ per C. 
For the next 1,000,000 cu. ft. per month, 7.0c per C. 
For the next 1,000,000 cu. ft. per month, 6.5¢ per C. 
For all over 4,000,000 cu. ft. per month, 6.0c per C. 


5. It is recommended that the Company file this schedule of rates 
to become effective with the July bills. 





GA NUN v. LEFFERTS 
(N. J. Supreme Court, July 3, 1929) 
Taxation—Appointment of Town Tax Assessor 

Argued January term, 1929, before TreNcHARD, KaALiscH, AND 
Lioyp, JJ. 

Messrs. Osborne, Cornish & Scheck, of Newark, for relator. 

Mr. William F. Gorman, of Newark, for respondent. 

PER CURIAM: This is an information in the nature of a writ of 
quo warranto filed by Alfred E. Ga Nun who thereby seeks to oust Lef- 
ferts, incumbent of the office of tax assessor in the town of Nutley, and 
to have himself declared entitled thereto. The information alleges that 
Lefferts, the incumbent, has held the office unlawfully since August 1, 
1928, and that the relator was on July 31, 1928, duly appointed to the 
office for a period beginning August 1, 1928, and ending the third Tues- 
day in May, 1929; that the relator demanded the office and the books, 
papers, etc., but was refused. The incumbent replies claiming a right 
to hold the office until his successor is appointed and denying that the 
relator was legally appointed. 

The town of Nutley is governed by three commissioners elected under 
the Walsh Act (P. L. 1911, p. 462). Under that Act the commissioner 
of revenue and finance is created and that office on July 31, 1928, was 
held by Raleigh S. Reif, who made the appointment of the relator already 
referred to. Under the terms of the Walsh Act and legislation prior and 
subsequent thereto the term of office of assessor is for the period of 
three years, and by P. L. 1920, p. 42, it is enacted that the term of office 
shall commence on the first day of July and continue for the number 
of years designated in the Act under which the election is held, and 
that the terms of those then holding office and ending on a day other 
than the 30th of June of any year following the passage of the Act 
should be extended until the June following the end of their term. 

Lefferts, the incumbent, was elected assessor, taking office July 21, 
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1921, when he was elected for a period of three years. In July of 1924, 
1925, 1926, and 1927 he was re-elected, but each time for the period of 
one year. The election of July 12, 1927, provided that his term of office 
was to expire on June 30, 1928, since which time he has not been 
elected. 

Without determining the status of the incumbent, we think it clear 
that the relator is without standing to contest the title to the office. In the 
recent case of Niccolini v. Ubertino, 96 N. J. Law, 306, 115 A. 332, it 
was held that where “the law prescribes the term of a municipal officer it is 
beyond the power of the governing body of the municipality to appoint 
for a greater or less term.” 

The Legislature in its wisdom has declared the term of office of the 
assessor in the present case to be for the term of three years and that 
this term shall expire on the 30th day of June at the expiration of such 
period. The relator, for reasons which do not appear, was appointed 
by the commissioner of revenue and finance on July 31, 1928, to hold 
office for a period beginning August I, 1928, and terminating on the third 
Tuesday of May, 1929. Such appointment under the authority of the 
case cited was a nullity, the relator acquired thereby no title to the 
office, and for this reason the relief prayed must be denied and judgment 
given for the respondent. 





ABSTRACTS OF SOME PUBLIC UTILITY DECISIONS 


West New York v. Public Service Coordinated Transport.—Petition 
that the Company be required to correct the condition and make safe for 
public use its private right of way in the middle of Dewey Avenue in the 
Town of West New York. The cracked stone placed thereon was out of 
repair. The Board: “No order can be made under Chapter 129 of 
the Laws of 1927 because there is no proof that the places of intersection 
are public highways or that the pavements have been damaged by reason 
of the operation of the street railway cars, or that the Company was 
obligated to repair such damage. Counsel for the Town does not, how- 
ever, rely upon this statute but rather upon the general jurisdiction of 
the Board under the Public Utility Act of 1911. The general jurisdic- 
tion of the Board applies only to the specific objects enumerated in the 
Act and these do not include the relief prayed for by the Town.” Pe- 
tition denied. Decision June 27, 1929. Mr. Samuel L. Hirschberg for 
Town of West New York. Mr. Charles S. Straw for Public Service Co- 
ordinated Transport. 


In re Middlesex Water Co.—Application to vacate an order of the 
Board of July 29, 1926, by which the Water Company was required to 
install a transmission pipe line of not less than 24” in diameter from the 
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terminus of its 20” line along Park Avenue in the vicinity of Oak Tree, 
by a route to be selected by the Company, to a point in Woodbridge 
appproximately at the input of its mains leading to Carteret. On re- 
viewing the situation the Board said: “The motion to reopen the case 
for further testimony will not be granted at this time. It is apparent 
that there is a tendency to a general shortage of water throughout the 
Company’s entire system and, in fact, in a number of places in northern 
New Jersey, which might not at this time be improved by the construc- 
tion of the main by way of Oak Tree. This shortage of supply is not 
peculiar to the Middlesex Water Company, but is a factor with which 
most Companies in Northern New Jersey are at present contending. A 
determination of the Company’s application to vacate the order, there- 
fore, will be withheld until the Company has completed its change in 
coagulation methods, at which time the Company may, upon notice, bring 
in further proofs of its effect on the quality of the water by way of Rob- 
inson’s Branch, and at that time testimony as to the adequacy of supply 
can be furnished by the parties interested.” Decision July 10, 1929. Mr. 
Frank Bergen for Middlesex Water Company. Mr. Wesley Benner for 
Borough of Metuchen. Mr. Emil Stremlau for Borough of Careret, 
Mr. Henry St. C. Lavin for Township of Woodbridge. Mr. H. A. Hen- 
nessey for Carteret Industrial Assn. 


In re Atlantic City Electric Co.—Application on the part of Atlantic 
City Electric Company for a certificate of approval for the purpose of 
condemning lands of Severina Sands and Annio Sands, et al, owners 
of lands over which the Atlantic City Electric Company desires to con- 
struct a high tension transmission electric power line, and also to con- 
demn the easement for right-of-way on said lands owned by Severina 
Sands and Annie Sands and others, pursuant to Chapter 227 of the 
Laws of 1925. The objectors claimed that the line as located seriously 
affected the properties referred to as in almost all cases the proposed 
tight-of-way was laid out diagonally across the plots and blocks of the 
developments, as shown on maps submitted with the application. The 
Board considered the whole subject and then decided to grant certificates 
of approval. Decision July 10, 1929. Mr. Joseph Thompson for At- 
lantic City Electric Co. Mr. A. J. Bittig for New Jersey Bell Tele- 
phone Co. Mr. William I. Garrison for Devoux B. Edwards. Mr. J. D. 
McMullin for Mortgagees of Anna B. Wilson and F. Reed. 


In re Maurice River Township.—Petition for permission to con- 
struct a public highway at grade across the Maurice River Branch of 
the West Jersey and Seashore Railroad as indicated on map submitted 
entitled “Plan showing location of grade crossing on proposed road 
from Manhaden to Maurice River, Cumberland County.” In support 
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of the application petitioner showed that on October 2, 1899, a petition 
was filed in the Cumberland County Court of Common Pleas by William 
Smith, et al., laying out a public road four rods wide in the Township 
of Maurice River and describing the course of said road, and that the 
proceedings were in accordance with the statutes and recorded in the 
County Clerk’s office, Cumberland County. The Railroad Company, 
answering the formal petition, opposed the establishing of a new cross- 
ing at grade over the Maurice River Branch, claiming there was no 
public necessity for the crossing, that an additional hazard would be 
created, and that an increase in the cost of operating the Branch would 
result if, in the future, the Company should be required to install pro- 
tection at the crossing by order of the Board. 

The Board: “Considering the situation from the viewpoint of pub- 
lic necessity for a highway to serve Maurice River, the Board is of the 
opinion that there is such necessity, and as there are no obstructions 
whatever at the intersection of the proposed highway and the track 
and train movement in the vicinity of the crossing is not made at high 
speed, there would appear no substantial reason for not approving the 
construction of the crossing at grade. The Board, therefore, will and 
hereby does approve the construction of the proposed highway at grade.” 
Decision June 27, 1929. Mr. Russell S. Henderson for Maurice River 
Township. Mr. Walter H. Bacon and Mr. J. J. Summerill for the 
Railroad Company. 


In re City of Paterson and Ertie R. R. Co.—A joint petition for 
a further modification of Order approving a modified plan dated May 
15, 1928. The latest modification consisted in reducing the length of 
the bridge because of the omission of one side track beneath it which 
had been found unnecessary because of change in ownership of the 
property it served. In all other respects the plan remained as formerly 
approved. At the hearing all parties who appeared were in agreement 
as to the desired changes and the Board approved the plan. Decision 


June 27, 1929. 





SOME INTERESTING OUT-OF-STATE DECISIONS 


Buyer or Liquor Hetp GuIL_ty or ConsprRACY TO TRANSPORT 

In the indictment in the case of United States v. Kerper et al., re- 
ported in 29 Federal Reporter, Second Series, 744, defendant Norris was 
charged on two counts with conspiracy with Kerper, the other defendant, 
to transport liquor in violation of (a) the National Prohibition Act (27 
U.S. C. A.) and (b) of section 240 of the Criminal Code (18 U.S. C. A. 
§ 390). 
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Norris, a banker, lived in New York. Kerper his bootlegger had his 
headquarters in Philadelpma. Norris, by telephone, would from time to 
time order whiskey, placing about 12 orders within a year. Upon receipt 
of the orders Kerper would send the whiskey by express disguised as paint, 
ink, olive oil, etc. As the Court points out in its opinion, “he (Norris) 
did not sell or jintend to sell any of it, nor did he take any part in its 
transportation, other than as above stated.” 

From this state of facts the Court draws two interesting conclusions 
of law, to wit: That mere purchase of liquor is not an offense under the 
National Prohibition Act, but that where one gives repeated orders for 
whiskey to a bootlegger located in another city, who transported whiskey 
to buyer by express, pursuant to agreement, receiving payment for whiskey 
so transported, such purchaser is guilty of a conspiracy to transport liquor. 

District Judge Kirkpatrick, of the United States District Court of the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, before whom the case was tried said: 

“We agree that the mere purchase of liquor is not an offense under 
the National Prohibition Act, and that the purchaser cannot be convicted 
of aiding and abetting the sale. . . . It does not follow, however, that, 
where transportation is required by the agreement, there may not be an 
indictment of the buyer and seller for conspiracy to transport, even though 
what is contemplated is simply the delivery of the thing sold. Trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquor is made a distinct substantive offense by 
the Act. . . . Of course, mere knowledge that a crime is about to be 
committed by another does not make the inactive party a conspirator. 

But in respect to the transportation, Norris did far more than 
know and acquiesce.:. . . By his repeated orders of whiskey, tele- 
phoned from New York to Philadelphia, he became a party to an agree- 
ment which required Kerper to transport the liquor, and he promised to 
pay him for doing it. 

“The conclusion is (1) that a conviction may be had of a buyer and 
seller of liquor for conspiracy to transport liquor, in a case where the 
agreement is that the delivery of the liquor sold is to be effected by trans- 
portation from the seller to the buyer; and (2) that an order by a pur- 
chaser to a bootlegger, located at a distance, to deliver liquor followed by 
transportation, delivery, and payment, is sufficient evidence of such an 
agreement.” 





SOME NEW JERSEY NOTES 





Supreme Court Justice Kalish sailed for Europe on June 21 for his 
usual Summer abroad, it being his 71st voyage. Supreme Court Justice 
Parker is in Maine. Chief Justice Gummere, wife and two sons are 
tecreating at Somerville, where he probably plays golf at the Raritan 













250 THE NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL 
Valley Country Club. Supreme Court Justice Case and wife have gone 
to Yellowstone Park and Wyoming. 

Mr. Clarence Levin, lawyer, of 239 Washington street, Jersey City, 
has given $100,000 toward a hospital in Newton, in memory of his late 
parents, Mr. and Mrs. John Levin. The latter was, in his lifetime, a 
well-known lawyer in Jersey City, but previously practiced at New- 
ton. 

The Union County Bar Association, now over 25 years old, recently 
had a dinner in Plainfield, and it was announced that, contrary to cus- 
tom, it would hold five meetings a year in different parts of the County. 
Speakers at the Plainfield meeting included Judge Lloyd Thompson, 
William Newcorn, William R. Codington, Samuel Kaufman, William 
M. Stillman, and S. S. Swackhamer. About sixty were present. 

The State Water Policy Commission consists of William I. Hamilton, 
of Newark, chairman; former Judge Cornelius Doremus, of Ridgewood, 
vice-chairman; Thurlow C. Nelson, of New Brunswick; Max Gross- 
man, of Atlantic City; Owen J. Prior, of Trenton; Henry G. Parker, 
New Brunswick, and F. Morse Archer, of Camden. George S. Burgess, 
of Upper Montclair, Vice-President of the State Chamber of Commerce, 
is secretary. This Commission takes over the authority over water sup- 
plies hitherto vested in the State Board of Conservation and Develop- 
ment. 





MISCELLANY 


OBITUARY. mother, Mrs. Malvina Woodruff of 


Newton, where he was born. 





Mr. Tuomas S. WoopruFF 

This lawyer, formerly well-known 
in Newark as in partnership with 
the late Joseph Coult, and one of 
the founders of the Newark Ath- 
letic Club, died in Los Angeles, 
Cal., July 11th, aged 42 years. 

Mr. Woodruff was, for a time 
associated with the Public Service 


ADMISSIONS TO NEW JERSEY 
BAR 


The following persons were ad- 
mitted as attorneys in this State 
at the May Term of the Supreme 
Court : 


ATLANTIC City 


Company of Newark, and had an 
office in the Prudential Building. 
He was admitted to the New Jer- 
sey Bar at the November term, 
1913, and as a counselor three years 
later. After a serious operation Mr. 
Woodruff moved to California in 
1923 where he married. Besides 
his wife he is survived by his 


Berman, Alexander, 604 Guaran- 
tee Trust Bldg. 

Cantor, William, 604 Guarantee 
Trust Bldg. 

Feinberg, Edward I., 435 Guaran- 
tee Trust Bldg. 

Harris, Eugene N., 28 Law Bldg. 

Hemmersley, Arthur F. L., 47 
So. Raleigh Ave. 
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Kligerman, Benjamin C., 119 N. 
Conn. Ave. - 

Lilienfeld, Sydney M., 
Schwehm Bldg. 

Miller, Harry, 21 Law Bldg. 


BAYONNE 


Albert, Milton, 710 Boulevard. 
Cohen, Maurice A., Times Bldg. 
Edelstein, Isadore L., 38 West 29th 
St. 
Feinberg, Max, 73 West 32nd St. 
Gidley, Edwin L., 1 West 8th St. 
Goldman, Nathan, 474 Boulevard. 
Kobren, Samuel, 473 Broadway. 
Melnick, Harry, 545 Broadway. 
Shulman, Sydney, 27 West 2oth 
St. 
Stern, Samuel, 133 West roth St. 
Summer, Maurice, 1115 Boulevard. 
Turteltaub, Leo, 526 Broadway. 
Wangler, Fidelis T., 17 West 4th 
St. 


Ave. 


511 


CAMDEN 


Auerbach, Carl, 501 Market St. 

DiMona, John R., 402 Wilson Bldg. 

Driscoll, Alfred Eastlock, 4th & 
Market Sts. . 

Greenberg, David F., 804 Wilson 
Bldg. 

Lichtenstein, Irving M., 1234 Prin- 
cess Ave. 

Marino, Attilio C., 804 Wilson Bldg. 


ELIZABETH 


Brescher, Joseph L., 1143 East Jer- 
sey St. 

Cohen, Philip D., 1068 Bond St. 

Cutler, Harry J., 49 Broad St. 

Donovan, Thomas J., 1090 Wil- 
liam St. 

Flaherty, Walter H., 239 Clark PI. 

Forman, Louis L., 128 Broad St. 

Friedman, Abe, 715 Elizabeth Ave. 

Garrigan, Bertram A., 1139 E. Jer- 
sey St. 

Grossman, Abraham L., 1 Broad 
St. 
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Kunzman, Isadore, 1 Broad St. 
McElroy, George, 126 Broad St. 
Mackessy, Louis T., 109 Broad St. 
Pollack, Earl I., 1111 Elizabeth 
Ave. 
Priest, Benjamin H., 58 Broad St. 
ay Leo B., 280 North Broad 
t. 


HosBokEn 


Baker, William J., 53 Newark St. 
Gottschalk, Theodore R., 1124 
Washington St. 
Hansen, Victor C. L., 1207 Bloom- 
field St. 
Hourigan, J. Vincent, Second Bank 
& Trust Co. Bldg. 
> Joseph, 128 Washington 
4 
Kelly, John R., 95 River St. 
ae “ee Sydney H., 615 First 
t 


— Roger W., 68 Hudson 

, t. 

Taub, Charles, 79 River St. 

Weaver, Thomas V., Jr., 68 Hud- 
son St. 

Wilson, Edgar N., Jr., 39 New- 
ark St. 

Zeichner, Nathan, 37 Newark St. 


Jersey City 

Baumann, George J., 361 Central 
Ave. 

Behr, Leon, 1 Exchange PI. 

Bennett, J. Edward, 26 Journal 
Square. 

Brauer, Matilda M., 921 Bergen 
Ave. 

Chasan, Raymond, 921 Bergen Ave. 

Cohen, Stanley, 591 Summit Ave. 

Diamond, Leo, Labor Bank Bldg. 

Domanowski, Witold V., 15 Ex- 

_ change PI. 

Donarovich, Sallie H., 921 Bergen 
Ave. 

Esposito, Eugene J., 476 Jackson 
Ave. 

Fiddler, Charles, 47 Mercer St. 

Fredman, Harry M., 158 Magnolia 
Ave. 
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Gold, Max, t Newark Ave. 
Goldberg, Jack G., 15 Exchange 
Pl 


Gottlieb, Abraham H., 591 Summit 
Ave. 

Hoberman, Sol, 586 Newark Ave. 

Hoffman, Samuel, 89 Monticello 
Ave. 

Kantrowitz, Sidney H., 591 Sum- 
mit Ave. 

Kaplan, Edward A., 1 Exchange 
Pl. 

Karten, Jacob, 591 Summit Ave. 

Kenney, Thomas J., 586 Newark 
Ave. 

Krams, Morris M., 3694 Boule- 
vard. 

Laird, James R., Jr., 15 Exchange 
Pl 


Lanzet, Samuel, 921 Bergen Ave. 

Leonard, John F., 1 Exchange PI. 

Leone, Michael F., 1 Exchange PI. 

Lepis, Joseph M., 591 Summit Ave. 

Lieberman, David, 921 Bergen Ave. 

Lightdale, Abraham, 89 Monticello 
Ave. 

Margulies, 
Ave. 

Meharg, Hamilton E., 75 Mont- 
gomery St. 

Murphy, Edward A., 921 Bergen 
Ave. 

Newman, Sidney H., 66 Romaine 
Ave. 

Perkel, Harry, Trust Co. of N. J. 
Bldg. 

Ricciardelli, Quirinus A., 
Boulevard. 

Rosenblum, Leo, Tube Concourse 
Bldg. 

Sacks, Emanuel, 301 Cerftral Ave. 

Sann, Albert A., 591 Summit Ave. 

Siegler, Charles, 576 Newark Ave. 

Silverstein, Herman C., 893 Pavonia 
Ave. 

Smith, Forest S., 1 Exchange PI. 

Stern, Morris L., 1 Exchange PI. 

Stuhr, Henry T., 15 Exchange PI. 

Szasz, Carl L., 921 Bergen Ave. 

Wecker, Max R., 576 Newark Ave. 

Weisoly, Solomon, 163% York St. 


Sylvia, 591 Summit 
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Westerman, Morris, 75 Montgom- 
ery St. 
Woolsey, Cecil 
Ave. 


T., 921 Bergen 


MorrIsTOWN 


Collins, John D., 3rd, Park Square 
Bldg. 

Hays, Edmund A., 10 Washington 
St. 

Kasdin, Jacob S., Park Square Bldg. 

Salmon, David C., 21 South St. 


NEWARK 

Aronowitz, Benjamin, 130 Market 
St. 

Barr, Morris, 45 Branford PI. 

Beim, Herbert O., 525 Elizabeth 
Ave. 

Berman, Louis L., 60 Park Place. 

Bernstein, Maurice M., 800 Broad 
St. 

Bittig, Aloysius J., 540 Broad St. 

Bozza, Joseph D., 60 Park Place. 

Broderick, Edward F., 18 East 
Park St. 

Bruck, Leo, 60 Park PI. 

Centanni, Gerald J., 98 Bloomfield 
A 


ve. 

Ciufi, Nicholas A., Jr., 17 Academy 

St. 
Clapp, Alfred C., Prudential Bldg. 
Cohen, Benjamin F., 54 Stratford 

Pl. 
Davis, David H., 7 Nelson PI. 
Dietz, Robert E., 1060 Broad St. 
Dill, William L., Jr., 763 Broad St. 
Dwork, Sophie E., 24 Branford PI. 
Efseroff, Irving, 207 Market St. 
Ehren, Theodore, 810 Broad St. 
Fagundus, Elmer L., 790 Broad St. 
Federbush, Harry, 810 Broad St. 
Feinberg, Morris, 119 West St. 
Feld, Jacob, 9 Clinton St. 
Freifeld, Jacob, 208 Prince St. 
Freiman, Milton, 60 Park PI. 
Gansler, Fred H., 1060 Broad St. 
Gaulkin, I. Edward, 790 Broad St. 
Gluckeman, Alan, 17 Academy St. 
Goldberg, Leonard H., 24 Branford 

Pl. 
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Goldstein, Jerome, 93 Hedden Ter- 
race. : 

Gulick, Ronald A., Federal Trust 
Bldg. 

Gross, Harry D., 24 Branford PI. 

Guttman, Isabel, 9 Clinton St. 

Hanschka, Herbert L., 701 
dential Bldg. 

Harris, Henry, 972 Broad St. 

Haller, Joseph P., 738 Broad St. 

Hochman, Harold, 60 Park PI. 

Hoenig, Manuel, 17 Academy St. 

Honigfeld, Abraham L., 790 Broad 
St. 

Hollander, Louis H., 45 Branford 
Pi. 

Holtz, Elmer F., 763 Broad St. 

Hupart, Irving, 972 Broad St. 

Hurley, Paul J., 784 Broad St. 

Kaiser, Harry, 776 Broad St. 

Kaplan, Ralph, 17 Academy St. 

Klein, Max H., 790 Broad St. 

Knobloch, Bertha, 34 Runyon St. 

Korn, Leo I., 17 Academy St. 

Krasner, Rose C., 800 Broad St. 

Krieger, Ben L., 60 Park PI. 

Kuebler, Edward E., 14 Chelsea 
Ave. 

Levy, Myron L., 60 Park PI. 

Littman, Anard W., 17 Academy 
St. 

Litvak, Jerome B., 164 Market St. 

McCurrie, Robert J., 31 Clinton 
St. 

Mackenzie, John M., 
Bldg. 

McLaughlin, John A., 31 Clinton 
St. 

Majersack, Irving B., 60 Park PI. 

Manson, Alfred I., Jr., 45 Branford 
Pl. 

Marcus, Samuel L., 1060 Broad St. 

Marryott, Franklin J., 33 E. Park 
=. 

Marx, Herman, 17 Academy St. 

Masor, Morris, 61 Dewey St. 

Mate, Murray D., 60 Park PI. 

Matonti, Felix, 24 Branford PI. 

Meyerson, Samuel, 17 Academy St. 

Milgrom, Samuel S., 534 Federal 
Trust Bldg. 


Pru- 


Prudential 
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Mufson, George, 60 Park PI. 

Naiman, Isadore N., 17 Academy 
St. 

Patiteaux, E. Harlan, 45 Branford 
Pi. 

Pecora, Julia V., 207 Market St. 

Poliakoff, David A., 17 Poe Ave. 

Prestup, Dora, 212 Peshine Ave. 

Ratner, Herman, 14 Mechanic St. 

Reilly, Walter P., 209 Mt. Pros- 
pect Ave. 

Rinaldo, Anthony D., 60 Park PI. 

Reback, Leonard S., 83 Johnsin 
Ave. 

Rosen, George, 790 Broad St. 

Rubin, Theodore, 45 Branford PI. 

Sachs, George L., 790 Broad St. 

Schenkel, George D., 1060 Broad 
St. 

Semel, Laurence, 60 Park PI. 

Sevrin, Henry, 786 Broad St. 

Shapiro, Samuel, 763 Broad St. 

Shoenholz, Jacob T., 972 Broad St. 

Smith, Warren D., 520 Essex Bldg. 

Snover, Charles F., 927 Prudential 
Bldg. 

Solomon, Joseph, 45 Branford PI. 

Sosnow, Emanuel, 440 Florence 
Ave. 

Sosnow, Harry A., 810 Broad St. 

Starr, Samuel S., 43 Lincoln Ave. 

Stern, Milton, 60 Park PI. 

Talisman, Clarence, 129 Guitman 
St. 

Uslander, 
St. 

Weiss, Sam, 17 Academy St. 

Wilder, Samuel, 972 Broad St. 

Wilson, Herman M., 17 Academy 
St. 

Winant, Hervey F., 160 Belmont 
Ave. 

Winetsky, Lewis, 972 Broad St. 

Wishnevsky, Harry, 296 West Kin- 
ney St. 

Wolfman, Sollie, 31 Clinton St . 


New BruNswIckK 


Margolis, William N., 205 Seaman 
St. 
Mezey, Louis A., 123 Somerset St. 


Leonard N., 9 Clinton 
- 
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Rafferty, John J., Lawyers Bldg. 

Roth, Morris, c/o Morris Spritzer. 

Strong, Stephen V. R., National 
Bank of N. J. Bldg. 


PASSAIC 


Adler, Louis, 274 Madison St. 

Dubrow, Jacob, 52 Albion St. 

Epstein, Ruth, 48 Temple PI. 

Gordon, Benjamin, 174 Columbia 
Ave. 

Jaffe, Moses, 138 Jefferson St. 

Kaplan, Leon, 700 Main Ave. 

Levine, Samuel, 143 Prospect St. 

Levy, Albert E., Passaic Natl. Bank 
Bldg. 

Schiffman, S. Richard, 47 Lexing- 
ton Ave. 

Serlinsky, Thomas, Liggett Bldg. 


PATERSON 


Brumale, Joseph, 26 Highland St. 
Bush, Abraham, Romaine Bldg. 
Chrisman, Leo, 408 Ellison St. 
Davies, Ralph D., 140 Market St. 
Fishbein, Rose T., Romaine Bldg. 
Freed, Max D., 182 Harrison St. 
Frommelt, Andrew C., 115 Market 
St. 
Fumagalli, Joseph V., 51 Hillman 
St 


Goldberg, Julius, 5 Colt St. 

Gordon, Raphael, 456 E. 41st St. 

Kimmel, Martin, 163 Fair St. 

Lacz, John S., 152 Market St. 

Mahler, Mortimer L., 538 E. 27th 
St. 

Mainardi, Andrew, 560 Summer 
St. 

Miller, Isadore, 392 E, 26th St. 

Newman, David, 285 Water St. 

O’Byrne, Edward J., 45 Church St. 

Pison, Albert A., 45 Church St. 

Reiffin, Murray, 152 Market St. 

Rosenblatt, Samuel 190 Harrison 
St. 

Rosenbloom, Isadore, 125 Ellison 
St. 

Rosenthal, Sidney B., 26 Main St. 

Rothstein, Benjamin A., 45 Church 
St. 
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Sheps, William, 126 Market St. 
Stark, Carroll J., 45 Church St. 


PertH AmMBoy 


Brandwein, William, 365 Oak St. 

Daitz, Nathan, 302 Raritan Bldg. 

Jacobs, Irving I., 117 Smith St. 

Jaffe, Meyer W., 327 Prospect St. 

Romond, Huyler E., 214 Smith St. 

Zaremba, Leonard J., 217 Smith 
St. 


TRENTON 


Dinsmore, B. Braddock, Jr., 718 
Greenwood Ave. 

Hunt, Hal L., 213 E. Hanover St. 

Levine, Charles I., Broad St. Bank 
Bldg. 

Levine, Louis B., 540 S. Warren 
St. 

Miller, Philip, Broad St. Bank Bldg. 

Pellettieri, George, 48 W. State St. 


Union City 
Chary, Herbert A., Dispatch Bldg. 
Ducoff, Ralph J., 507 28th St. 
Kaufman, Albert H., 708 Bergen- 
line Ave. 
Monti, Louis, 243 Summit Ave. 
Muller, Edwin A. A., 648 Bergen- 
line Ave. 
Saling, Charles P., Dispatch Bldg. 
Siegel, Herman, 514 42nd St. 
Stickel, William, Jr., Dispatch Bldg. 


WEEHAWKEN 


Baldini, Alfred P., 108 Shippen St. 
Brill, William, 45 Seventh St. 
Kaminows, Fred, 225 Angeligne St. 


OTHER PLACES 


Bernhard, Frederick T., 230 Cen- 
tral Ave., East Orange. 
Betsch, Raymond G., 504 Summit 

Ave., Fort Lee. 
Brown, Julius, 1 Englewood Ave., 
Englewood. 

Buchwald, Jack, 588 Bergenline 
Ave., West New York. 
Cacossa, Salvatore, 292 Bloomfield 

Ave., Montclair. 
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Casciano, Tristram, 25 Washington 
Ave., Nutley. . 

Clancy, Thomas S., Box 137, Coy- 
tesville. 

Cohen, Julius B., 63 Franklin St., 
Somerville. 

Crouse, Wellington S., 165 Broad- 
way, New York City. 

Degnan, James A., 282 Main St., 
Orange. 

Ely, William H. H., to Ames Ave., 
Rutherford. 
Evans, Alton V., New Court St., 
West End., Long Branch. 
Fiore, Nicholas R., 28 Grenada PI., 
Montclair. 

Friedman, Isidore J., 3rd & Passaic 
Aves., Spring Lake. 

Gartenlaub, Solon, American Bldg., 
Garfield. 

Harty, Thomas J., 88 Park Ave., 
East Orange. 

Hoffman, Nathan, 109 S. Buffalo 
Ave., Ventnor. 

Johnson, Clifford A., 47 East Black- 
well St., Dover. 

Keck, Beardslie J., 210 Main St., 
Hackensack. 

Klatsky, Harry, Red 
Bank. 

Knight, James E., Electric Bldg., 
Asbury Park. 

Korn, Irvin S., 109 W. Front St., 
Plainfield. 

Kuzmack, Nicholas T., 57 Monroe 
St., Garfield. 

Kunzman, Jack, Union Bldg., Plain- 
field. 

LaMar, Edward M., 26 S. Laurel 
St., Bridgeton. 

Manahan, Vincent D., Jr., 358 Sec- 
ond St., Dunellen. 

Meyerson, I. Harold, 2 W. Black- 
well St., Dover. 

Michnevich, Leo J., 400 Harrison 
Ave., Harrison. 

Nary, Thomas D., c/o Patterson, 
Rhome & Morgan, Asbury 
Park. 


Box 452, 


Patri, Oliver M., 53 East Johnson 
Ave., Bergenfield. 
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Plyley, Chauncey A., c/o H. I. Cog- 
geshall, Wortendyke. 

Rees, Athol C., Post Office Bldg., 
Matawan. 

Reiss, Max D., 22 Division St., 
Somerville. 

Robbins, Joseph F., Thompson 
Bldg., Lakewood. 

Rotolo, Vincent M., 80 Main St., 
Hackensack. 

Spencer, A. G., Jr., 400 Park Ave., 
Plainfield. 

VanDerDecker, George W., 35 
Cleveland St., Caldwell. 

Woolley, Anthony T., Brent Good 
Bldg., Long Branch. 

Wulster, Emil M., Bank of Bogota 
Bldg., Bogota. 

Zavin, Louis B., 15 Broadway, Hill- 

, side. 


The following attorneys were 
also admitted as counselors at the 
same May Term: 


CoUNSELORS 


ATLANTIC City 


Cantor, Seymour, 410 Guarantee 
Trust Bldg. 

Kirkman, Elwood F., 22 Law Bldg. 

Repetto, Augustine B., 317 Guar- 
antee Trust Bldg. 


CAMDEN 


Hermann, Isadore H., 521 Market 
St. 

Taylor, A. Millard, 4th & Market 
Sts. 

Propert, Frank C., N. W. Cor. 
Fifth & Market Sts. 


NEWARK 


Berry, James R., 605 Broad St. 

Bruder, Michael J., 15 Market St. 

Cantalupo, William S., 24 Com- 
merce St. 

Chivian, Herman, 972 Broad St. 

Cohen, William R., 738 Broad 
Street. 
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Connelly, Arthur J., 60 Park PI. 
Foley, Gerald T., 60 Park PI. 
Ferster, Samuel S., 31 Clinton St. 
Fox, Max S., 60 Park PI. 
Francis, John J., 60 Park PI. 
Gallagher, Joseph B., 738 Broad 
St. 
Gebhardt, Charles A., 17 Academy 
St. 
Goodman, Max, 17 Academy St. 
Gordon, Morris E., 20 Clinton St. 
Jaeger, William J., 790 Broad St. 
Kapp, Leon W., 60 Park PI. 
Klein, Morris, 24 Commerce St. 
Krinsky, William, 1060 Broad St. 
Lindabury, Joseph S., 1060 Broad 
St 


Maloney, Patrick J., 9 Clinton St. 

Ozias, Ramon E., Jr., 786 Broad 
St. 

Rohn, Herbert G., Prudential Bldg. 

Rosenstein, George H., 830 Broad 
St. 

Schwartz, Max N, 60 Park PI. 

Seward, Walter H., 37 Carteret St. 

Stoffer, David, 790 Broad St. 

Walker, Thomas G., 763 Broad St. 

Whitehurst, Walter R., 31 Clinton 
St. 


PATERSON 


Cole, David L., 45 Church St. 

Edelson, Herman D., 5 Colt St. 

Kreamer, Albert H., 45 Church St. 

Nadell, Harry, 45 Church St. 

Rosenfeld, Samuel, 136 Washing- 
ton St. 


PertH AMBOY 


Jacobson, Lewis S., 214 Smith St. 
McGuire, John P., 175 Smith St. 
Patten,J ames F., 281 Madison Ave, 


OTHER PLACES 


Bader, Maximilian, 1560 Broad- 
way, New York City. 

Brown, Leonard G., 308 Main St., 
Orange. 

Burke, James V., 54 Main St., Say- 
resville. 

Coolahan, James A., 
Ave., Jersey City. 

Currie, Edward W., 135 Main St, 
Matawan. 

Downer, Benjamin J., 4 Broad St. 
Red Bank. 

Gravino, William A., 8 N. Broad 
St., Woodbury. 

Greenberg, Joseph, 20 N. Van 
Brunt St., Englewood. 

Greenstone, Herman, 173 Main St., 
Hackensack. 

Kerner, John M., 80 Broad St. 
Elizabeth. 

Lanigan, Joseph, Trenton Trust 
Bldg., Trenton. 

McCauley, Cyril J., 147 Summit 
Ave., Union City. 

Parker, Harold T., 117 Main St, 
Mount Holly. 

Pearce, Owen C., Manasquan. 

Quinn, Charles, Trenton Trust 
Bidg., Trenton. 

Shenberg, Irving, 103 East Oak 
Ave., Wildwood. 
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